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PREFACE TO THE SECOND EDITION. 



It wu with much reluctance and entirely from a sense 
of duty that I published my " Letter to Lord Shaftes- 
bury.^' I felt anxious to ascertain whether the Clergy 
and Laity of the Church of England would quietly 
submit to regulations^ which must^ if carried out^ 
exclude from holy orders in this Diocese^ men whose 
opinions the Court of Appeal in the case of Oorham 
versus the Bishop of Exeter decided not to be hereti- 
cal. Yorkshire has been highly favoured in having 
been the primary sphere of ministerial labour for not 
a few eminent clergymen^ now awaiting in the dis- 
embodied state the joyful resurrection of the just^ who 
would inevitably have been rejfused . ordination^ had 
they been sabjected to the ordeal of " the four propo- 
siiions" presented to Mr. Hayward. The long list of 
departed members of '^ the Elldnd Society"^ brings 
before the notice of the clergymen now privileged to 
pertain to it, a number of honoured names — ^names of 
individuals, upon whom hands were laid by the Prelates 

* " The EUand Society '* is the oldest clerical meeting 
in the kingdom. It is at present held at ^ the Viearage^ Hud- 
ders/ieidJ" The members are elected by ballot 
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then possessing ecclesiastical rule in these parts. Could 
they have assented to these new tests ? 

The Second Edition of my pamphlet now required, 
contains an enlarged Appendix, with a correspondence 
between the Bishop of Ripon^s examining Chaplain 
and myself. I may, perhaps, be permitted to observe 
that on calmly reviewing my proceedings, I see no 
i-easoa to regret having brought Mr. Hayward's case 
before the public. Encouraging letters on this subject 
have much cheered me. 

In causing " my Letter " to be reprinted, I have no 
wish to grieve either the Bishop of this Diocese, or any 
one else. From his Lordship I have ever experienced the 
grcatest attention ; and in my frequent correspondence 
with him he has imparted to me much valuable advice. 
I also trust, in respectfully exerting myself to prevail 
upon bim to rescind his decision regarding my Curate, 
I have not taken any steps liable to be misconstrued 
into the slightest approach to an infringement of the 
canonical obedience due on my part to his Lordship as 
Bishop of Bipon. 

Some years have elapsed since the Editor of a lead- 
ing Church of England periodical* passed a just 
culogium upon the Bishop, when he wrote as follows : 

" His Lordsh^^s unwearied attention to the duties of his 
high station, his kindness, conscientiousness, and truly Chris- 
tian spirit, and his zeal and diligence in every good word and 
work, have justly won for him golden opinions both in hia 
own diocese and in the general intercourse of society.*' 

I can most heartily concur in this commendation. 
And may the spirit of (rod incline my beloved Diocesan 
to see that /earful consequences must inevitably result 

* See * Christian Observer " for June, 1838. 
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to the large population of the territory presided over 
by him, should his Lordship authorize his Chaplaii^ to 
persevere in conducting the Ember-week examinations 
so as to lead to the rejection of candidates for ordersi 
whose sentiments, founded on Scripture^ accord with 
those of the iVo/es^an/-£iizabethan divines of 1571. 

Both from inclination and conviction I feel the vast 
importance of cordially co-operating with the Bishop of 
the Diocese, in endeavouring to promote the cause of 
Christ, and the welfare of the Church of England. The 
injunction, {'^ Let every soul be subject unto the higher 
powers. For there is no power but of (jod : the powers 
that be are ordained of God,"*) I wish to be my guide 
in my lawful submission to authority whether in Church 
or State. I am also desirous of carrying my obedience 
to the Bishop so far as cheerfully to comply with all his 
recommendations, even in matters of themselves mdif- 
ferenty and to which my oath of canonical obedience 
does not, of course, apply. 

It is with pain, and with the greatest reluctance, that 
I find myself unexpectedly, but conscientiously, in a 
state bearing the resemblance of one in any measure 
antagonistic to the authority of an amiable and a holy 
prelate. 

Scripture is our highest authority, and the Church 
of England gives our spiritual rulers no riglU (though 
the power may possibly be exercised), to reject candidates 
for orders for being unwilling to receive, as in accord- 
ance with the Word of God, doctrines not amongst 
" the things that are written" 

''As churchmen, we cannot fail to be interested, 
deeply interested, in the truth and consistency of our 

* Romans xiii. 1. 
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Church's system; and when we see it attacked on 
the one hand^ and misapplied on the other, it is truly 
refreshing to the spirit, to be able to bring it fearlessly 
to the test of Gk>d'B unerring word/'* 

What a blessing it is that we have such an Article 
as our Sixth, so carefully yet so decisively worded. 
We can never be sufficiently thankful for our Articles, 
our Prayer-Book, and our Homilies. And may God 
continue to favour our Church — ever making her a 
bulwark for Protestant truth — ^and a signal blessing in 
promoting true religion at home, as well as in evangel- 
izing the heathen in distant lands. 

Briohousb Pasbonaob, 
January 15, 1863. 



^^ In the Church of England, after the Reformation^ 
infants and adults were publicly baptized by one and 
the same office, for nearly a hundred years — ^that is, till 
the last review of the Prayer-Bock, 1662, when the 
Service for the Baptism of Adults was added ; — a plain 
proof that infants and adults were both alike looked 
upon as entering into the conditions and obligations of 
the covenant/' t 

• See "Tracts for Churchmen, No. 6," by Rev. R Hoare, 
M.A., Incnmbent of Christ Church) Bamsgate. 
t See Rev. John Spurgm*s "Six Observations," &e. 



NEW TESTS OF ORTHODOXY. 



Briohouse, Yorkshire, 
December 2, 1852. 

My Lord^ 

In Augast last I offered my vacant Curacy 
to the Rev. G. A. Hayward^ B. A., then Curate of 
Elstow, Bedfordshire^ who had received Deacons' 
orders only^ from the Lord Bishop of Ely.* In conse- 
quence of the death of his Incumbent the late Rev. 
John Oaskin^ Mr. H. was compelled to quit Elstow 
without obtaining priests' orders. The stipend of the 
Curacy of Brighouse arises chiefly from a grant f made 
by " The Church Pastoral-Aid Society ^^ of which, I trust, 
your Lordship may long live to be the President. The 
excellent testimonials furnished by the Rev. H. Pearse^ 
Rector of St. John's, Bedford, and the Rev. S. Carr, 
Vicar of St. Peter's, Colchester, were such as met the 
approbation of the clerical sub-committee of the Society, 
and my intended nomination was accepted. The 
Bishop of Ripon without hesitation allowed me to give 
Mr. Hayward a title for the ordination, which his Lord- 
ship has since held on the 19th of September last. The 

* The examining Chaplain od this occasion was the Rev. 
G. £. Corrie,B.D., Master of Jesus College, Cambridge. — J.B. 

t j£50 guaranteed by the Incumbent to be returned. 
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Candidates were detained nearly four days^ and the 
baptismal question occupied a conspicuous place amongst 
the various subjects introduced by the Bishop^s exam- 
ining Chaplain. (The Rev. C. Dodgson)"^ was not 
satisfied with Mr. H's opinions on that difficult 
doctrine^ — though he holds what many of our most 
eminent divines conceive to be the views of the majority 
of our Protestant Reformers. Mr. H. maintains (and, 
I think correctly), though not dogmatically, that "An 
ordinary but not a necessary and invariable connexion 
exists between baptism and regeneration — between the 
outward act, and the inward and spiritual grace" Mr. 
Dodgson then put the annexed questions (see Appen- 
dix A,) to Mr. H. (shall I call them additions to the 
39 Articles ?) as tests of orthodoxy. Mr. Hayward 
retired with these four propositions into the Bishop's 
waiting-room, pondering the subject as well as he 
could under the circumstances of the case, in a spirit 
of prayer. The result was his inability to assent to 
the whole of them ; and (is it possible ?) his consequent 
rejection by the revered prelate presiding over this 
diocese, as not being fitted for priests' orders in the 
Church of England. In refusing to ordain my candi- 
date, however, the Bishop was courteous, kind, and 
candid, as he ever is. Q^ery ? Was the examination 
conducted in accordance with the 35th Canon ? — (See 
Appendix B). 

In signifying his mtention not to confer priests' 
orders upon Mr. H., I am sure his Lordship felt pained 
and grieved ; and the following extract from a letter 
dated Sept. 20, addressed by him to me after the 

* In italics in the first edition. 



painful event occurred^ shows that he had no unkind 
feeling towards the rejected candidate : 

''I shall always entertain a favourable opinion of the 
amiability of his character ; of his honesty and his piety, 
while I can never but lament his failure in seeing that the 
Church of England manifestly applies the term regeneration 
to a grace which is not indefectible, and which she in flEuth 
believes attaches to all who are duly baptized." 

After Mr. Hay ward * returned to Brighouse, I had a 
correspondence with the Bishop ; and^ on the 22nd of 
November last^ his Lordship was pleased to have an 
interview t with Mr. H.^ which ended in his final deci- 
sion not to admit him to priests' orders. A few weeks 
previous to that interview, Mr. Hayward addressed a 
letter to the Bishop of Ripon which, with the writei^'s 
permission, I now lay before your Lordship, as it con- 
tains a clear statement of his own views. It is as 
follows : 

* I was from home at the time of Mr. Hayward^s rejec- 
tion, and after the Bishop communicHted the painful &ct to 
me I addressed a letter to his Lordship, dated " Bergh Apton 
Bectory, near Norwich, September 23, 1852," from which the 
following is an extract : — " Permit me, my Lord, to remark, 
that on looking over Mr. Hay ward's statements I see nothing 
that can be considered as savouring of heresy, and nothing 
that is contrary to the hypothetical character of our public 
formularies, to which T look upon the Baptismal Service as 
no exception. And, with all respect for your Lordship, whom 
I do, from the heart, truly love and venerate, I must say I 
agree, in the main, with the views of Mr. H. ; — and I have 
maintained and preached such sentiments (not dogmatically, 
I hope, but with feelings of charity towards others,) for up- 
wards of twenty-one years." — J. B. 

t Mr. Dodgson had nothing whatever to do in connexion 
with this interview. 

b3 
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<< St. Martin 's-terrace, Brighonse, 
• My Lord, October, 6, 1862. 

''I am constrained to address yonr Lordship on 
the subject of my late rejection by yon from admission to 
Priests* Orders, and trust that in so doing, I shall not be 
deemed intrusive. 

« From some expressions in your Lordship's letters to Mr. 
Birch, extracts from which he has kindly read to me, I think 
you may, poasibly, have miaapprehended my meaning. Yom- 
Lordship says, in one of your letters, that I professed it as 
my unalterable conviction, that regeneration might be be- 
stowed at Baptism, but that it had no ordinary connection 
with it Now this, my Lord, I must be permitted to observe, 
is more than I intended to convey. I believe that regenera- 
tion is the grace specially conferred by Baptism, and that 
there is a most intimate connection between them ; but still 
I believe a right reception to be needfril, in order to its effi- 
cacy ; and, in using the phrase 'right reception,' I do no 
more 'than adopt the sentiment of the 25th Article, which 
says expressly of both Sacraments, that 'In such only as 
worthily receive the same, they have a wholesome effect or 
<^ration.' And this view I believe to be thoroughly conso- 
nant to Scripture, as well as to the Baptismal Services of the 
Prayer-book. The language of those Services, which I have 
again carefully considered, I am persuaded is that of assump- 
tion, not of assertion.* 

* The Rev. W. Goode, in his work, entitled "The Doc- 
trine of the Church of England as to the effects of Baptism 
in the case of Infants," speaking of the hypothetical character 
of the Services in " the Prayer-book,'* says : ^ Explained upon 
this principle, all the Services in the book are intelligible, and 
consistent with each other, and upon no other principle are 
they so. If this method of interpretation is departed frDm, 
all is confusion and inconsistency. And they who are cla- 
mouring the loudest for the applicati<m of a contrary prin- 
ciple of interpretation in the case of the Baptismal Sendees 
for Infants, are themselves compelled to admit that other 
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*^ I think, too, my Lord, that you are under a misappre- 
henaion in supposing that J stated it as mj conviction that no 
spiritual grace was conferred in Baptism where the grace of 
Eegeneration was not. Under the nervous excitement of an 
examination, I probably did not express my views very clearly, 
but I remember saying to the effect, that I believed that to 
every one to whom the Gospel is proclaimed is given a mea- 
sure of grace which may be either cherished or despised ;« 
and, to all who are baptized, I hold that a grace is imparted 
which is defeelibUyf by which, I mean, a grace that may be 
lost ; but this I do not and cannot admit to ^ye the grace of 
which Baptism is a sign, and seal, and instrument of convey- 
ance. The grace of ^ Begeneration ' I take to be a thorough 

services must be so understood.*' — 2nd edition, page 414. It 
'seems to me very extraordinary that "the Baptismal Ser- 
vices " for Infants only should be deemed as not hypothetical. 
Why should the expressions, ''We yield Thee hearty thanks, 
most merciful Father, that it hath pleased Thee to regenerate 
thie Infant^ be taken abeolutely by men who deem an hypothesis 
neetyul in the corresponding thanksgiving in the Communion 
Service, ** We most heartily thank Thee for that thou dost 
vouchsafe to feed vs , who have duly received these holy mys- 
teries, &c ?"— J. B. 

* Mr. Hayward infers this from such passages as the 
following : 1 Tim. ii. 4, 5, 6 ; Titus iL 11 ; £2sekiel xviiL 20 — 
32 ; -gTxin, 11 ; and Genesis vi. 3 

t Mr. H. wishes me to state that he should not have 
employ^ the term def edible, if the Bishop of Bipon had not 
compelled him to do so in contradistinction to the word tm/e- 
feetible used by his Lordship in his correspondence with me. 
Ml*. H. ia painfully alive to the lamentable fact that many 
believers, treadmg in the steps of David, fall into grievoua 
iniquity ; and he can enter fiiUy inta the statement ecmtained 
in the 16th Article. ''After we have received the Holy 
Qhost, we may depart from grace given, and fall into sin, and 
by the grace of €k>d we may arise again, and amend our 
lives."— J. R 
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change of heart hj the operation of the Spirit of God — ' a 
death onto sin, and a new birth unto righteousness.* 

^ I have a strong impression, my Lord, that you oonceire 
me to hold much stronger views on the subject of Election 
than I do entertain. Whilst I cannot but believe in the doo- 
trine of a personal election, yet I am aware that God's decrees 
are hidden from us ; and I am convinced that no man has 
any ground for assurance of his own election, except so long 
as he abounds in the fruits of the Spirit, whose indwelling in 
the heart is an earnest of final redemption. 

** Having hope that your Lordship may yet feel yourself 
in a position conscientiously to admit me to the Order of 
Priesthood, as esteeming me to hold no doctrine inconsistent, 
with the Articles and Formularies of the Church of England,* 
and regretting that any misapprehension should have arisen 
on your Lordship's part^ with respect to my doctrinal views, 
permit me to subscribe myself, my Lord, with sentiments of 
sincere respect for your person and office, 

** Your very obedient and humble Servant, 

"GEORGE A. HAYWARD. 
" The /tight Reverend^ 

" The Lord Bishop of Riponr 

I am quite aware^ that a Bishop is not compelled to 
give his reasons for withholding ordination from any 
candidate ; but^ in this instance, the Bishop of Ripon, 
with his usual kindness and courtesy, wrote to me soon 
afterwards, furnishing me with them. And, I thinks 
I ought to make them known to the public ; and I 
trust I shall not be trespassing upon your forbearance 
as the President of an important Society^ in doing this 
through the medium of a printed letter addressed to 
your Lordship. 

• The words "and Formularies '' were accidentally omit- 
ted in the first edition. 
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"Mr. Hatward/' his Lordship writes, "came to me ac- 
oording to appointmen^on Monday,* and 1 was willing to hope 
that 1 might possibly have misunderstood his opinions ; but I 
found that my original view was quite correct. He is willing 
to auume, as he expresses it, that all children whom he bap- 
tizes receive the Spiritual Grace of Baptism ; but the ques- 
tion whether they did actually receive it or not depends upon 
the character of their subsequent lives ; because the inward 
and spiritual Grace of Baptism is a ' saving grace ' as he 
expresses it, which he explained to mean a Grace that effectu- 
ally and necessarily ensures their salvation ; so that none 
who are not ultimately saved can have received this grace. 
This is, as I stated originally, to make the inward and spiri- 
tual Grace of Baptism an indefectible Grace, which I dnd it 
impossible to believe to be the Doctrine of the Church of 
EngUnd." 

I and other Incumbents in this Diocese holding con- 
genial sentiments must^ for the future^ run the risk of 
having our candidates for orders rejected^ if entertain- 
ing views coinciding with our own. My opinions are 
identified with those of Mr. Hayward. If he he unfit 
for a Curacy in this Diocese^ am I any better qualified 
for an Incumbency ? If he be required to leave the 
Diocese^ why does not the Bishop issue a commission of 
inquiry relative to my tenets ? Why does he not pro- 
ceed against me, that I^ if convicted of heresy, may be 
suspended or otherwise punished? I am fully pre- 
pared to abide the investigation. From what I know 
of the history of our own Church, and from what I 
believe is the practice of the majority of our bishops, 
I am persuaded a difference of opinion upon the diffi- 
cult subject of baptism has ever been allowed. It has 
not been the custom of our Chief Pastors to reject 
properly qualified candidates for orders, holding opinions 

* November 22. 
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at variance with their own, when fuHy prepared con- 
flcientiously to subscribe to oar 'formularies — tests of 
doctrine which can indeed be thoroughly proved by 
Scripture. Ought man to dogmatise upon such a 
subject as Baptism — a subject upon which so little is 
sard in Scripture 7 

View the penitent thief upon the cross. In him we 
behold a regenerated but au un-baptized m»xi. Look 
also at Simon Magus. There we have an individual 
presented to our view as baptized but not regenerated. 

The Sacraments are, as our Church wisely tells us, 
"generally nece^^ory '^ to salvation ; but '' Christ and 
Him crucified'' received into the heart by faith, is 
absolutely necessary. Without an interest in His blood 
and righteousness there is no hope for the perishing 
sinner : " Other foundation can no man lay than that 
is laid, which is Jesus Christ.'' 

Allow me, my Lord, 

With all respect, to remain 

Your very obedient Servant, 
Joseph Birch, 
Perpetual Curate of Brighouse, Yorkshire. 

To the Right Hon. the Earl of Shaftesbury ^ ^c. 



Postscript to the Second Edition. It has been hinted, 
my Lord, that defective scholarship had some share in 
Mr. Hayward's rejection at Bipon. This, however, is 
not the case ; and I write this statement on the autho- 
rity of the Bishop himself. His Lordship, in reply to 
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an application I addressed to bim (hoping it might be 
serviceable to Mr. H. on removing into another 
Diocese)^ was so obliging as to enclose a certificate^ of 
which the following is a copy : 

'^This is to certify that the Ber. George A. Hayward was 
examined by me as a candidate for Priests' orders ; that his 
ezamimition was in every other respect satisfactory ; bat that 
I fomid myself miable to ordain him because he persevered 
in maintaining that the inward and spiritual Grace of Bap- 
tism is a ' saving grace/ which he explained as meaning * a 
Grace which effectually ensures Salvation,' so that none but 
those who are ultimately saved can have received of this 
Grace." 

« Palace, Ripon, Nov. 29, 1862. C. T. Ripon." 

♦ 

This document must afford imdemaUe evidence ta 
the readers of the Letter I have addressed to your 
Lordship^ that the Baptismal question was the ordy bar 
to Mr. H/s admission to ordination on the 19th of last 
September. 

I must not suffer this opportunity to pass without 
stating that Mr. H/s conduct has been most exemplary 
under this heavy affliction. He has meekly submitted 
to the trial; without uttering a single harsh or unkind 
word. It is most satisfactory to me as the individual 
incurring the responsibility of bringing his case before 
the public, to find both the Bishop of Ripon and Mr* 
Dodgson eoncwrring in their testimony as to the pro- 
priety of his behaviour. It may not, perhaps, be out 
of place to give your Lordship the following extract 
from the Record of January 6 : 

''We have received, concerning Mr. Hayward's piety 
and holiness of life, the highest testimony from a learned and 
venerable dergyman, whose name alone would be a sufficient 
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guarantee for what ve state, were we at liberty to pnbliflh it. 
'Mr. Hay ward,* he observes, 'is a young man of yielding 
mind and gentle miumers, and diffident of himself to a degree 
which causes him to do himself injustice. I am, therefore 
surprised and delighted to find him adhere so firmly as he 
does to his views, and cannot but pruse God on his account* *' 
r.B. 



APPENDIX. 



A 

Copy of propontioru placed before the Rev, G. A, Hayward 
by the Bev. C, Dodgaon^ towhich he could not tusent, and 
tohuh con8equently led to hie rejection. 

I copied these from the original document in Mr. 
Dodgson*8 handwriting, but which Mr. Hay ward after- 
wards returned to him at his epecial request.* 

J. Birch. 

''On a full consideration of the use of the words * Re- 
generate' and ' Kegeneration/ in the Fonnuhuries of the 

* When I inserted the word ipeeial, I thought it some- 
what remarkable that Mr. D. should send for the paper con- 
taining the " four propositions ; " and I must confess 1 inferred 
fr^m thse his unwillingness to allow it to be seen. I was from 
home at the time, and Mr. Hayward had tmhappilj destroyed 
the Chaplain's letter previous to my return. I must, therefore, 

in justice to Mr. D , explain the case by mentioning that he 

allowed Mr. H. to make a memorandum of the questions, and 
assigned as a reason for requiring the document that he had 
emitted to takn a copy for himerlf Nevertheless, it appears to 
me (though I do not for an instant call in question the accu- 
racy of Mr. D 's statement) a very unusual course for an 

examining chaplain to ''present" to a candidate for orders 
such an important paper — a paper carefully cotuidered and 



18 

Churcli of England, are you now prepared to teach as the 
Doctrine of the Church :" 

1. That Regeneration is the Grace speciallj conferred 
in and by Baptism, and that the term is not applicable to 
any grace bestowed before or after Baptism ? 

2. That Begeneration is in such a manner attached to 
Baptism, that it is withheld from no person Baptized 
according to the due order of the Church, unless in the 
case of wilful impenitence and unbelief? 

3. That Infants being incapable of wilful impenitence 
and unbelief, because incapable of actual Sin, of Eepent- 
ance, and of Faith, every In&jit Baptized as aforesaid is 
in and by Baptism Begenerate 9 

4. That Begeneration does not assure the Begenerate 
of final salvation, but that they may, by wilful neglect and 
abuse of the Grace given them be finally lost 1 * 

deliberately and unreservedly approved by his Bishop, without 
preserving a copy. Surely this looks as if these propositions 

were " new tests of orthodoxy," used in Mr. H 's case for 

ihejirst time ! Is it at all likely that no candidate should have 
presented himself ^ for sixteen years,*' whose opinions corre- 
sponded with those of Mr. H 1 If Mr. D— — will admit 

that he employed these questions only on the occasion before 
our notice, and never intends again to use them, I can only 
say no one will rejoice more than I do. — J. K 

* Mr. Birch having requested me to state the particular 
circumstances under which the propositions in Appendix A 
were put into my hands, I would observe that they were 
drawn up prior to the conversation in which I was examined 
as to my sentiments on Infant Baptism (as Mr. Dodgson was 
engaged all the time I was present in questioning me on 
the subject), and therefore they must have been founded on 
my written answers in my paper. — Gso. A. Hatwabd. 
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B 

Pabt op the 35th Canon. 

The eaDomincUion of muck cu a/re to he made Minivers. 

The Bishop, before he admit any person to holj Orders, 
shall diligently examine him in the presence of those 
Ministers that shall assist him at the imposition of hands ; 
and if the said Bi^op have any lawful impediment, he 
shall cause the said Ministers carefully to examine every 
such person so to be ordered. Provided, that they who 
shall assist the Bishop in examining and laying on of hands, 
shall be of his Cathedral Church, if they may conveniently 
be had, or other sufficient Preachers of the same diocese, 
to the number of three at the least. 



The following questions were taken down by the Rev. 
G. A. Hayward, at the dictation of the Bishop of Bipon's 
Examining Chaplain : 

^ 1st. Classify the various passages of Scripture which 
prove the Divinity of Christ, and give an instance out of 
each class ? 

" 2nd. Why was the denial of the title ecorococ to the 
Virgin Maiy regarded by the early Church as heretical ? 
In what terms did the Church of England exclude the 
errors which that denial implied ? 

'' 3rd. "What error respecting the free will of man is 
neoesarily involved in the Pelagian view of original Sin ? 
State and prove firom Scripture the contrary view of our 
Church on both points ) 

'' 4th. Show from the positive language of our Formu- 
laries, what are the views of our Church on the following 
questions : 

** First. Whether all infimts, baptized according to the 



20 

due order of the Church, are therein and thereby 
spiritually regenerated ? 

Second. Whether the faith and repentance, required 
from adults before Baptism, precedes or follows rege> 
neration 1 

Third. Whether the benefits of Regeneration may be 
finally lost ] 
" dth. On what Scriptural statements was the opinion 
probably formed, that sin committed afber Baptism is 
unpardonable 9 

" 6th. Point out and distinguish the several relations of 
the merits of Christ, of Faith, and of Baptism to the 
justification of a sinner ? 

" 7th. What error is the doctrine of Justification by 
Faith only intended to exclude 1 Why is it a doctrine 
very full of comfort 1 

"8th. Distinguish between the commemorative and 
sacramental characters of the Lord's Supper, and show 
that both are separately asserted by the Scripture, and by 
the Church? 

" 9th. Prove from Scripture the doctrine of the mystical 
union between Christ and His Church, and state the most 
important practical conclusions to be drawn from it ? 

" 10th. In what respect are the works which go before, 
and those which follow after Justification essentially 
equal, and in what do they difier as regards their con- 
nection with the Salvation of man r 



The Author of " the Letter to Lord Shaftesbury'* has 
been so much gratified by the perusal of the Primary 
Charge* of the present Lord Archbishop of York, delivered 
in 1849, that he cannot forbear extracting a most striking 
passage, as having a veiy important reference to the sub« 
ject treated of. 

• J. W. Parker, West Strand. 
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He directed the attention of the Lord Bishop of Ripon 
to this portion of the Archbishop's Charge, in a letter 
addressed to him on the Ath of last October, as a high 
authority for the soundness of his own opinion : 

'* As to the effect of adult baptism," his Grace says, 
** there is little or no dispute among rational men. But 
the question of the effects of infant baptism seems destined 
to interminable discussion. It has been proved, however, 
we think, beyond contradiction * or doubt, that our 
Reformers, almost without exception, both in the reign 
of King Edward the Sixth, and especially in the reign of 
Queen Elizabeth, held and advocated what are now 
usually called the peculiar doctrines of Calvin, as to 
Election, and Predestination, and Mnal Perseverance. 
Hence, they taught that spiritual regeneration in baptism 
could only result in the case of those who had been from 
all eternity elected to everlasting life by the free and 
sovereign grace of God. That all the baptized should be 
spiritually regenerate was in their view utterly impossible ; 
and therefore they coidd not intend, in the formularies 
they drew up, to require or to express such a belief, unless 
we unfairly attribute to them that shameless effirontery, 
that gross and scandalous dishonesty, which, to the re- 
proach of our times, has been openly avowed by some, 
that men may teach what they do not believe, and that 
they may believe what is contrary to their teaching. 
With the knowledge of this historical fact before us, we 
x^annot insist on it as a rvled doctrine of our Church that 
all baptized children are, as such, spiritually regenerate. 
For such was not the doctrine of our Reformers themselves. 
Nor is such doctrine laid down in the Thirty-nine 
Articles. And those very expressions in our Baptismal 

* See that learned and masterly work, " The Doctrine of 
the Church of England as to the effects of Infant Baptism," 
by the Rev. W. Goode, M.A., F.S.A. London, 1849. 
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Service, which have been interpreted in modem times as 
exclusively admitting the sense of the universal regenera- 
tion of in&nts in baptism, are borrowed from a service in 
which the known sentiments of the author will not allow 
such a meaning to be affixed to them. In the Articles 
which the Beformers drew up as the standard of doctrine 
in our Church, and which still retain their position and 
place among us, thej stated the doctrine of baptism as, 
according to their view, thej had found it in H0I7 Scripture, 
and in a spirit of wisdom and charity worthy of all imita- 
tion, there they left it, not venturing to abridge or to 
extend the privileges of baptism, or to define with greater 
nicety than the Holy Spirit had done, the mysterious 
working of Divine grace. In the case of adults, they 
have, without hesitation, confined the benefit, as Scripture 
has done, to the worthy recipient. The case of infiuits 
they have left, as the Holy Scriptures have left it, to be 
determined by analogy from that of adults, and conse- 
quently have left it open, within certain limits, to different 
shades of view. Let me add, however, that those limits 
clearly exclude the ex opere openUo doctrine of the Church 
of Rome. In the Baptismal Service, the very phraseology 
is borrowed from a service drawn up by Martin Bucer for 
the Liturgy published in 1543, by the Archbishop of 
Cologne, where the well-known sentiments of Bucer 
forbid any doubt as to the sense in which the language 
there adopted was used, and show that the words were 
intended to express only the feelings of hope and charity. 
That our service is open to another mode of interpreta- 
tion is, no doubt, unquestionable. And probably it was 
intended to be so by those who drew it up. But we can 
hardly deny that those who interpret it in the hypo- 
thetical sense approach the nearest to the mind of the 
Reformers. This is the sense in which, as many think, 
the other services of our Church are drawn up. Nor is 
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it easy to persuade them how a Book of Common Prayer 
could be framed in any other way. 

" Whatever, then, our own particidar views may be, we 
must be content, so far as concerns our judgment of the 
doctrine laid down by the Church, to leave the question 
open, as the Beformers left it ; and with the different 
notions which we, justly and honestly, I hope, may entertain 
of the Divine method of procedure in the work of 
Redemption, we are at liberty to judge diversely of the 
operation of the sacrament in the case of in&mt recipients ; 
taking especial care, lest, in our dread of carrying too far 
the free electing grace of God, we carry beyond just and 
scriptural limits the efficacy of the grace of the sacrament. 
Numbers of pious and learned men, unfettered by party 
association, and holding aloof from party interests and 
oonfficts, are in these days ranged on each side of this grave 
question. With many such. we must all be acquainted. 
It would be a strange presumption to lay upon them, or 
on the party to which they seefm to belong or to approach, 
the charge of wilful blindness, or of a rebellious spirit 
inconsistent with their sworn allegiance to the Church, and 
with their yet higher obligations to the Head of the 
Church. Where we may differ from one or other of these 
opposing sentiments, we must allow those who hold them 
in sincerity and godliness of life (so long as they keep 
within the limits laid down by our Church in her Thirty- 
nine Articles) to be equally faithful with ourselves, and 
equally trustworthy for Grod and His ChurcL It is not a 
Christian part to cast stones at every one who on abstruse 
and intricate questions does not see exactly with our eyes, 
and in ignorance of the truth of history, to deal out 
anathemas but little allied to that ' wisdom that is from 
above, which is first pure, then peaceable, gentle and easy 
to be intreated, full of mercy and good fruits, without 
partiality and without hypocricfy.* Such conduct, indeed, is 
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more akin to that other kind of wisdom described by the 
same apostle, in which is ' oonfuaion and every evil work.* 
To such assailants we would apply the expostulation and 
reproof of another apostle, * Who art thou that judgest 
another man*s servant f To his own master he standeth 
or faUeth. Yea, he will be holden up, for Grod is able to 
make him stand.* ** 

Dr. Durel, who was Dean of Windsor ftom 1677 till his 
death in 1683, and no very low-Churchmomy writes as 
follows : — " The minister truly gives thanks to God after 
each infant has been baptized, that it hath pleased Ood to 
regenerate him with His Holy Spirit. But it does not 
thence follow that he ought to be certain of the regenera- 
tion of every infant baptized. For it is sufficient if he is 
persuaded of the regeneration of some only ; for instance, 
of elect infants, or, if you like, even of some only of their 
number, that on that account he may be able, nay ought, 
to give God thanks for each and all baptized. Since who 
is elected, he knows not ; and since it is but just that he 
should, by the judffmerU of charity, presume, that as many 
as he baptizes are elect, and, if any are regenerated in bap- 
tism (which none but a Socinian or other Catabaptist will 
deny), regenerated." 



The following extract from a Sermon, entitled *^ Bap- 
tismcU Begeneration, as mmvUcwned by the Chu/rch of 
Engkmd^ preached in 1849, before the University of' 
Cambridge, by the Rev. Professor ScholeEeld, is well worth 
the attention of those who approve of the Kev. Charles 
Dodgson*s third proposition in Appendix A. 

"Baptism, it is said, takes effect in infiftnts, because 
they can present no obstacle. What obstacle is meant? 
I ask : and the answer must be I'mpenitence aiid Unhdi^, 
But these are negative circumstances. The Church does 
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not ask for the absenoe of negatives : she demands the 
presence— the reality — ^the living energies of repentance 
and £uth ; and it ia mere trifling with her solemn ordi- 
nances to pat her oflf with the plea, There ia no non-rtpen^ 
once, no tmbdief, and eoepect that aha toiU be ao acUiafiecL" 

" The Christian Guardian** for October, 1852, contains 
some remarks hj the Kev. C. H. Davis, M. A., of Wad- 
ham College, Oxford, which may not be inapplicable to 
this third proposition. He observes that ** a Rubric at 
the end of the Service for Adult Baptism, directs the Ser- 
vice for Infant* Baptism (and, in case of extreme danger, 
the prwaU Service), to be used in the case of * persons' 
who have not come to years of discretion to answer for 
themselves, only substituting the word ' child' or * person' 
lor 'in£uit,' as occasion requiretL Now the contempla- 
tion of parties so circumstanced, and of an age so far 
advanced that the word 'person' is to be used instead of 
' child,* would lead us to infer that this Rubric includes all 
unbaptized ' persons* who have not yet reached the proper 
age to be confirmed ; the case of 'persons,' consequently, 
of eleven, twelve, and thirteen, or perhaps even more, 
years of age. And it is to be observed that precisely the 
same declarations and thanksgivings are required to be 
made in their cases as in the case of unconscious babes. 
Now will any one venture to maintain that such ' persons' 
— ^nay, even that children of five or six years old — ^never 
do, and never can present a hinderance to the reception 
of the inward grace by reason of grievous actual sin ? In 
their caae then, the tenns of the Service (i^ at least, they 
are predicated of ' spiritual regeneration*) are used hypo- 
thetically or conditionally, as must be conceded by all. 
At what precise age then, is the hypothetical use to cease, 
and the affirmative use to commence ? At what age does 
the infimt cease to be incapable of presenting a hinderance 
to the reception of the supposed grace? Who will be 
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bold enoTigH to define the particular age? On what prin- 
ciple then, of charity or of consistency, can toleration be 
refused to those who consider that the yery same words 
are also used hypothetically in the case of in&nts 9 There 
is no altematiye. Either the words (if supposed to refer 
to ^spiritual regeneration') are unconditionally absolute in 
aU cases, and teach (in opposition to the 25th Article) that 
the juvenile pickpocket and prisoner, the depraTed 'child* 
and 'person' from the vilest haunts in London, present no 
bar by reason of sin to the reception of the inward and 
spiritual grace of baptism ; or it is (at least) open to those 
who believe that some infants do present a bar and ob- 
stacle to the same, to use these words in the case of 
ir^cmts also in a hypothetical sense, with as much honesty 
and consistency as the members d the synod of Exeter do 
in the case of 'children,' and 'persons,' and adults." 



The following correspondence, which arose between Mr. 
Dodgson and myself resulting partly from the rejection 
of Mr. Hayward and partly from the publication of my 
" Letter to Lord Shaftesbury," has been committed to the 
press with Mr. D.'s permission, but with the understand- 
ing that "the act of publication must be considered 
enHrdy my own," He also stipulated for " the publication 
of ecu^ and o^ of his letters enlvre^ — ^two, however, being 
"pmwtte" ones, have, of course, been excepted. 



Bergh Apton Bectory, near Norwich, 

September 22, 1852. 
Deab Sik, — A rumour reached me this morning from 
Brighouse, that the Rev. George A.. Hayward, whom I 
have nominated to the stipendiary curacy of my church. 



27 

has not succeeded in obtaining priest's orders. And not 
being in good health jost now, the dreumstance, as you 
may sappose, has caused me no small anxiety. 

As all Mr. H.'s papers were pronounced correct, and as 
his "godly conversation" cannot be called in question, I 
presume his rejection must have arisen either from 
mafuffideni Uxvnwng^ or from heresy. 

I shall esteem it as a favour, if you will be so obliging 
as to state to me the ground of his rejection, if reaUy 
rejected, and, permit me to observe, that I am asking this 
question previous to having any communication with Mr. 
Hayward on the subject. 

Believe me, dear Sir, 

Tours faithfully. 

Josh. Birch. 

Rev. C. Dodgson, kc 

II. 

Croft Kectory, Darlington, 

September 24, 1852. 
Dbab Sib, — ^Tou wiU, I have no doubt, ere this have 
learned from the Bishop of Bipon the fact and the cause 
of Mr. Hayward*s being rejected at the late examination : 
and as all which took place on the occasion passed in the 
presence of the Bishop, and his view of the case exactly 
coincided with my own, it seems unnecessary that I should 
trouble you with any remarks on the subject in reply to 
your letter, received this morning. Should there, how- 
ever, be any point on which you wish for more particular 
information than you have akeady received, I shall be 
most willing to supply it. 

I remain, dear Sir, 

Very faithfully yours, 

C. DODGSON. 

The Rev. J. Birch. 

c2 
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IIL 

The Palace, Ripon, Dec. 15, 1852. 

Dear Sir, — ^I have read with very great sarprifle the 
advertisement of jour pamphlet, written, as you state, ^ in 
consequence of the refusal of the Lord Bishop of Ripon to 
confer priests* orders on the Kev. George A. Hayward,** 
and entitled <' The Rev. C. Dodgson^s New Tests of Oi^ 
thodoxy." 

If you could have been supposed ignorant of the circum- 
stances of the case, the iair inference, from such a title, would 
have been that you really imagined me to have taken some 
course, in testing the orthodoxy of Mr. Ha3rwurd, to which 
the Bishop was not equally a party with myself; and not 
that you were knowingly preferring what is in effect a public 
complaint against the Bishop, under cover of one against 
his Chaplain only. But no such misapprehension was pos- 
sible on your part. At the time when you adopted this 
title, you had been made distinctly aware, by a letter 
which I wrote you three months ago, that ^' every thing 
which passed,** on the occasion referred to, took place vn 
the presence of the Bishop, amd rmth his/tUl concurrence and 
c<H>per(Uion : and that, consequently, no " test of ortho- 
doxy" was insisted on by me, which was not, in precisely 
the same manner and degree, insisted on by the Bishop also. 

The only concern which I feel with respect to your 
pamphlet, which I have not seen, is an anxiety that all 
this should be thoroughly known and understood. I shall 
take care that it is so, and particularly by Lord Shaftes- 
bury, to whom the pamphlet is addressed, and who is a 
personal Mend of my own. 

I remain, dear Sir, 

Yours faithBiUy, 

The Rev. J. Birch, Brighouse, &c. 0. Dodgson. 

P.S. — I am glad that I happened to be here when 
I read the advertisementy as this has given me the oppor- 
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tunity of showing this letter to the Bishop before sending 
it to joa, and of adding what he expressly authorises me 
to add, that he entirely approves of it. 

IV. 

Brighouse, Yorkshire, Dec. 18, 1852. 

Dbas Sir, — ^Your letter of the 15th instant was mis- 
directed to Halifax, and I only received it yesterday, or I 
should have forwarded a more speedy reply. I beg, how- 
ever, to apologize for not having already furnished you 
with a copy of my pamphlet, which I now transmit. It 
contains, as you will perceive, a mere statement of £acts, 
which I believed myself bound to set before both the 
Clergy and the Laity of this Diocese holding sentiments 
in accordance with my own, and, I may say, before the 
former in particulary that they may be aware what they 
must expect in the event of their nomination of candidates 
for orders entertaining views similar to their own ; and I 
can assure you that a very large amount of sympathy has 
been expressed. 

I may, perhaps, be permitted to observe (as I presume 
this letter will be laid before the Bishop, whose excel- 
lencies and whose Christian kindness I cannot but admire, 
though I shall ever deplore his recent decision), that I feel 
in a most uncomfortable position in teaching, both in pub- 
lic and in private, doctrine as respects Baptism, totally at 
variance with that inculcaied by his Chaplain at the exami- 
nation previous to ordinations, and which I am reluctantly 
compelled to consider as identical with his Lordship*s view. 

I am no Church reformer ;* I am perfectly satisfied with 

* Allow me to explain to the readers of my pamphlet 
what I mean by this : I approve of every doctrine taught 
authoritatively by the Church — so wisely taking Scripture as 
her guide ; but I lament our defective discipline. I long to 
see it restored. Differing from many whom I love aa faithful 
men, I am favourable to the assembling of a eonvoctiion for 
the dei^tch of business, to effect this ; but the eonvoeatiou 
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the Common Prayer Book ; and I beUere the Baptismal 
Services contain no expresrions at yarianoe with the 
Articles. 

I hare not affirmed in my letter that jou " had taken 
some course in testing the orthodoxy of Mr. Hajward to 
which the Bishop was not equally a party with yourself;" 
hut allow me, with all due deference, to maintain, that 
whilst the Bishop is responsible for the appointment of an 
examining Chaplain, the examination is usually left in a 
great measure to the latter. If it were not so, what mean- 
ing can be attached to the introduction to both the Ordi- 
nation Services of our Church 7 

" Reverend Father in God," the Chaplain says, '* / pre- 
sent unto you these persons present, to be admitted Dea- 
cons" — [or, to ' the order of priesthood.'] The Bishop's 
words are : " Take heed that the persons whom ye present 
unto tu, be apt and meet, for their learning and godly con- 
versation, to exercise their ministry duly, to the honour of 
Crod, and the edifying of his ChurcL" The Chaplain 
repHes : <'/ have inquked of them, and also examined 
them, and think them so to be." 

The four propositions presented to Mr. Hayward, as 
tests of orthodoxy, were in your own hand-writing, and I 
do not imagine you will deny the authorship. I took that 
for granted. Their adoption by the Bishop does not re- 
move from you the onus of their introduction. 

When Mr. Hayward was upon the point of quitting you, 

I wish to see is one reaUv representing the whole body of the 
Clergy and Laity, and, of course, containing lay^members in 
full communion with our branch of Christ's Holy Catholic 
Church. I can say with a well known writer of tracts : " I 
am content with the Prayer-book as it is. I ask for no 
alteration. I dread attempts to alter and xmsettle what is 
already good. I have read too much already of men who in 
trying to mend one fancied defect make two more My 
desire is that the Prayer-book maybe let alone.*' — See Bev. «l, 
C. Ryle <" On Begeneration.'* J. B. 
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did you not say that '' i^ as you hoped, his views should 
alter, you would have great pleasure in recommending 
him to the Bishop for ordination in three months* timel" 
Does not this show that the Chaplun, at least in this 
Diocese, is tn a grtal mMo/wrt retponsUjle for the admission 
or rejection of canctidates for orders? Perhaps you may 
say that the Chaplain is only responsible to the Bishop, 
and not to the Church at large. I will only answer this 
by putting a question to you : Have not the proceedings 
of Examining Chaplains no small effect upon the condUion 
of Dioceses 1 And are not their examinations of very great 
interest to the public in general t 

I regret that the Baptismal question should liave been 
agitated in this Diocese by the affidrin question, after the 
final decision of the Court of Appeal, in the case of '* Gor- 
ham versia the Bishop of Exeter,* with the full concur- 
rence of both our Archbishops, and I only express the 
feelings of many other clergymen. Whatever the constitu- 
tion of that Court may be, we are, I concave, legally bound 
by its decisions 

Allow me, dear ear, to say, in conclusion, that I trust 
you will forgive me, if I have said one word calcidated to 
grieve you. I am acting conscientiously in what I am 
doing. Believe me, dear Sir, 

Yours fidthfully, 

Bev. C. Dodgson. Joseph Bibch. 

V. 
The Palace, Bipon, Dec. 18, 1852. 
Dear Sib, — ^I beg to enclose you a copy of a note 
which 1 have sent to Lord Shaftesbury, which is the only 
step that 1 at present see any occasion for my taking 
with reference to your pamphlet. 

I remain, dear Sir, 

Faithfully yours, 
The Bev. J. Biroh. C. Dodobon. 
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VI. 

Brighouse, December 20, 18d2. 

Deab Sib, — ^I beg to thank jou for the copy of your 
Letter* to Lord Shaflesbuiy, which I receiyed by this 
morning's post. I presume I need not consider the com- 
munication as a confidential one. 

If the propositions were ** specially ** intended for Mr. 
Hayward, it seems certainly a hard case that he in par- 
iicuiar should be selected to undergo an ordeal to which 
the other candidates were not subjected; and in the 
seccmd edition of my pamphlet, which I have reason to 
think will shortly be called for, I will assert (possessing 
your authority), that the four propositions "had been 
carefully considered and deliberately and unreservedly 
approTed by the Bishop of Ripen." 

I will also explain the words " at his ^edal request,** 
which appear with your propositiona 

I have no wish either to lead the public wrong or to 
impute any motiye to you. 

I conclude you will not object to the printing of your 

letter to me of the 15th instant. 

Believe me, my dear Sir, 

Very faithfully yours, 

J. Birch. 
Rev. C. Dodgson. 

VII. 
Croft Rectory, Darlington, Dec. 22, 1852. 
Deab Sib, — I am obliged by your attention in sending 
me your pamphlet, and by the courteous letter which 
accompanied it. More than one half of the letter is 
founded on your own mistake in supposing that I am 
unwilling to recognize a personal and independent respon- 

* I have not obtained Mr. Dodgson's permission to publlah 
his Letter to the Earl of S.— J. R 
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nbility attaching to the official acts of an Examining 
Chaplain; and that I regard the concnrrence of the 
Bishop in those acts as relieving the Chaplain from the 
*< onus " of them. Nothing can be farther from my mind. 
I am perfectly ready to admit such a responsibility to 
the fullest extent, and to bear whatever '^onus'* may 
belong to it. But if the office is to be exercised bene* 
fidally for the Church, it is absolutely essential that the 
views, the acts, and the decisions of the Chaplain should 
be in the most exact accordance with those of the Bishop. 
Each must be guided by the independent convictions of 
his own conscience, and is responsible in so doing to none, 
except to Him who alone can judge the conscience. But 
if I were to find that the results of my convictions, on 
any important point, differed firom that of the Bishop's, 
I should feel it my duty to resign an office, the tenure of 
which would no longer be compatible with them. One 
practical illustration of this is the feict that, immediately 
on the promulgation of the Judgment of the Privy 
Council Committee in the case of Mr. Qorham, I placed 
the resignation of my office in the Bishop's hands, to be 
accepted by him in the event of his thinking that any 
change ought to be made in the course which we had 
invariably adopted in the examinations on the subject of 
^Vi ptriipn. 

I am sure you will believe my simple affirmation* that 
I should have taken precisely the same course, if I had as 
confidently anticipated the acceptance of my resignation 

• 

* I have too high an opinion of the writer's personal cha- 
racter, however much I may deprecate his official proceed- 
ings, to doubt the truth of this statement. This act was an 
komesl one on his part ; and, far be it firom me to assert that 
Mr. D — is not actuated by a ecmdentioua desire to discharge 
aright, to the best of his ability, the responsible duties of his 
office.— J. R 

c3 
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ta I did the rdsult which really followed, and which 
enabled me to retain my office with entire comfort and 
satisfaction to mysel£ 

These remarks will, I hope, show you what I did not 
mean, when I complained of the title of your pamphlet. 
What I did mean will, I think, be equally dear from 
them, coupled with my former letter to you. 

You say that your pamphlet ''contains a mere stAie* 
ment of £Aot&*' Whether others will so consider it, who 
read from the last paragraph in page 8 to the end of the 
letter,* I will not stop to inquire, because the passage hAs 
no sort of reference to myself. My comment was on the 
HUe — ^read, as it will be, by the majority of newspaper 
readers, without the context of the book itself to qualify 
and explain it. And I eUU say of it, without, of course, 
imputing to you the slightest intention to deceive, that it 
is jfuch "a statement of facts'* as amounts in effect to a 
mis-statement ; because I am persuaded that no one 
will infer from it that my act in proposing what you term 
'' new tests of orthodoxy/ was one and the same with that 
of the Bishop. 

The last paragraph of your letter assures me, and I 
willingly accept the assurance, that yon did not mean to 
make what I may call the tone of your title personally 
offensive to me. That it w so, I cannot deny: and 
why it is so, is a question, which I would much 
rather simply leave to your vnetmcA as a gentleman^ 
than make it a matter of argument. Nor can I 
refrain from suggesting that i^ on more deliberate con- 
sideration, you sympathise with me in this feeling, there 
is a mode of reparation which will be as easy for you ad 
it wiU be graceful in you — ^to cancel the present title- 
page, and to direct a fresh one to be printed, with the 
omission of the two first linea-^The itaHee^ in which my 

* In this edition page 13. 
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name* is printed in page 4 cannot, of course, be altered, 
unless on a reprint of the pamphlet. They are, in a less 
degree, sabject to the same remarks as the title. If these 
changes should ever be made, to which I might, perhaps, 
add the omission of the parenthesia, ** Shall I call them, 
iic ? " the pamphlet would be unobjectionable, as far, at 
least, as I am personally concerned ; for to make any 
remarks on what applies solely^ to the Bishop would be 
impertinent in me towards him and towards you. Such 
changes, I need hardly add, would not interfere with your 
declared object to make " a mere statement of facts." 

I do most earnestly wish that there was an agreement 
amongst us on this vexed question of Regeneration. But 
I confess I see no hope for any other than a false and 
hoUow peace (worse, in. my judgment, than an open 
disagreement), while two parties adopt contradictory 
definitions of a term so prominently employed as this is 
in the Formularies of the Church-^the one insisting, and 
I think reasonably, that the definition of the term ought 
to be deduced from the most simple and natural inter- 
pretation of the language of the Church with which it is 
found in connexion — ^the other, that the interpretation of 
that language must be deduced from, and limited and 
controlled by their own definition previously conceived.f 
I have always thought that there is a possible basis for 
an honest agreement, which would leave equally open to 
both parties, all which the Church seems to have left 
open on the subject of Election, the real and primary 
source of all these dis8ension& 

It is fu4 possible that those who do not take such a 
view as that of Mr. Hayward and others on that subject, 
should accept, as the true teaching of the Church, an 

* See page 8 in this edition, where Mr. D — 's name appears, 
but no longer in italics. 

t Has the Chaplain stated the two opinionB clearly, and, I 
may add, fairly f 
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interpietatioii of her services exclusively prcypoanding 
those TiewB ; hut it is, I think, rery poesihle to sooept 
the literal interpretation of those servioes without com 
promising those views; and when I say the *^serviee9^ 
pray do not suppose that I think that there is anything 
in them inconsistent with the 39 Articles^ though unques- 
tionably they explain many things on the subject of 
Infimt Baptism which are unexplained in the Artidea^ 
the framers of which were contented with stating that it 
is ^ most agreeable to the Institution of Chnst," leaving 
it, as it seems to me, to the fuller declarations in the 
Services to act as a commentary on this expression. 

IfJ then, one of these courses to which I have referred is 
possible without any violation of conscimice on either 
side and the ofcher not, it seems to foUow that the former, 
and not the latter, is the proper basis on which to seek 
an adjustment of diflferenoes. 

The elements of such an adjustment would be of this 
sort : — 

1. That the " thorough change of heart,** whidi aQ 
alike believe to be necessary as a precursor of final salva- 
tion in all capable and responsible agents^ is not, from its 
very nature, instantaneously attainable ; and therefore is 
not to be identified with, though it may be developed out 
of, that Regeneration of which the Church speaks as 
being instantaneously conferred ; praying, as she does, 
the instant before Baptism that the infant may be regene- 
rated, and declaring the instant after it, that it «» 
regenerate. 

2. That this '' thorough change," being &om its very 
nature inconceivable, except in responsible agents, is not to 
be identified with that Regeneration which the Church 
speaks of as being communicated to infants m their 
infamcy any more than birth, the entrance into life, is 
the same with the matured vigour of riper years^ or the 
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stature of the babe witb that of the man. The one iTioy 
develope itself, and grow into the other, or U may not, 

3. There are spiritual graces, gifts of God, distinct from 
and independent of, and sometimes preyions to Begene- 
tion ; such as the fidth and repentance required in adults 
before Baptism, concerning whom the Church, aJUr pre- 
soming that they already oflrt '' truly repenting, and coming 
to God by fjedth," prays " that they may be bom again." 

4. If there be, as many believe, a special grace, which 
God in his counsels^ secret to us, wills to confer on some, 
and not on others, it is not to be identified with, though 
it may in some cases accompany, that regeneration of 
which the Church speaks, when she simply declares of 
every infieint duly baptized, '' This child is regenerate." 
For how could the Church declare, or on any conceivable 
hypothesis preeume, that every child so baptized receives 
a grace, of which the essential /ecUture is said to be, that 
every such child does not receive it ? 

5. If there be, as many believe, a grace conferred on 
some, which God in his secret counsels wills to be inde- 
fectible, it is not to be identified with, though it may in such 
cases accompany, that regeneration, of which the Church 
speaks as above in connexion with Baptism, and concern- 
ing which the whole tone and tenor of her language is to 
warn men lest by wilful sin and abuse they finally lose 
its benefits. 

That men on the one side should make such admissions 
as these, which, while they remove all hinderances to their 
accepting, in the case of unconscious infaoits, the simple, 
literal, unqualified interpretation of the words, '* This child 
is by Baptism regenerate,'* leave it as free to them as 
before to believe in a grace, secretly, partially, indefectibly 
bestowed, over and above Begeneration, and not neces- 
sarily in conjunction with it, is much to be desired, and I 
think not unreasonably to be hoped for. 
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It is not aOy I think, with men on the other side. They 
believe that they are bound by the natural sense of the 
words in question, unqualified* in the case of duly baptized 
infants, who are necessarily unconscious, irresponsible, 
without actual sin, impenitence, or wilful unbelief. They 
believe this because all other qualifications specified by 
the Church being, from their very nature, confined to 
recipients, who are conscious, responsible, and capable of 
repentance and fsuth; and because, as respects sponsorial 
promises, the very same language is used with respect to 
Begeneration where these promises have preceded, and 
even where no sponsors have been appointed. And that 
men believing this also that the definition of Regenera- 
tion mentioned by the other side cannot, by any fidr mode 
of interpretation, be made consistent with the language of 
the Church — that such men should, by a deliberate act of 
their own (like that of admission to orders), declare that, 
to the best ofthwr belief, those who hold that definition hold 
nothing contrary to the teaching of the Church, is, I 
think, neither to be hoped for nor desired, t 

Such are the principles on which Mr. Hayward*s ex- 
amination was conducted, and on which the final decision 
of his case was made. I am, of course, well aware that 
it is said, in answer to all this, that the expressions in the 
Services for In&nt Baptism must, analagously with other 
expressions in the Formularies confessedly hypothetical, be 

* Why then does our Church lay so much stress upon 
'* receiving Baptism rightly ?" See article xxvii. 

f If an " agreement** could be entered into, sturely Mr. 
D-- — must perceive that according to his idea, the conoessions 
would have to be made on the side viewing the question of 
Begeneration in Infant Baptism as hypothetical. How much 
better would it be not to i)ut vexatious questions to candi- 
dates for orders on the intricate Baptismal controversy. After 
all. Scripture says comparatively little on that subject^ whilst 
too many points on which the Word of Qod says much, 
oocunjr a subordinate place in some examinations for orders. 
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eonsirued hypothetdcallj ; and that, with this ealvo, the 
literal interpretation will be admitted on both sides. But 
I am surprised that it is not seen at onoe that the alleged 
analogy fiuls at the very point at which it is wanted. In 
all those other instances there is a recognized (xmdition, to 
which the general language must in each particular case 
be subjected ; and the declaration must be, as to each 
case, necessarily hypothetical, simply because it is 'wncerta/in 
whether or no this condition be at the time actually ful- 
filled. But there is no conceivable pre-requisite to the 
in&nt*s baptism, about which there can be any uncer- 
tainty on which to found an hypothetical assumption. If 
unconsciousness, and the consequent absence of actual sin, 
and of impenitence, and wilful unbelief, constitute a 
^ right reception** in the in&jit*s case, it is certain that these 
Are equaUy possessed by every infant. If, on the other 
hand, 'Hhe presence, the reality, the living energies 
of repentance and fiuth** be " demanded,*' then it 
is oertam that all infants are equally without them. 
How, then, can the assertion be merely hypothetical in 
the former easel How can it be made (xt aU m the 
latter ? There is no room in either for any hypothesis, 
unless we fall back upon the notion either of a secret, 
absolute, partial decree of God, making a difference 
betwen the several cases, or of a provision on His part, 
of the use or abuse which would be made of regenerating 
grace, causing Him to confer it in the one case, and to 
withhold it in the other. And those, who do not believe 
that the Church intended, as she actually does not my she 
intended, to connect such notions with what she so simply 
states concerning Begeneration in the Baptismal Services 
for Infimts, but believe, on the contrary, that the 
language expressly excludes such notions on the subject 
of Regeneration in Baptism, cannot be expected to allow 
of this mode of narrowing the field of Ood's grace in the 
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Regeneration of Infants ; nor, therefore, to declare (aa I 
have said) that to the beat of their belief those who do so 
narrow it teach nothing contrary to the teaching of the 
Church of England. 

I have thus, dear Sir, in all good will and charity, laid 
my views before you. I pray you to receive them in the 
same spirit. If you do not admit their soundness, you 
will, I am sure, at least respect their honesty. 

I remain, yours Mthftdly, 

G. DODGSOK. 

The Rev. J. Birch. 

VIII. 

Parsonage, Brighouse, Dec. 28, 1852. 

Deab Sir, — ^The engagements connected with this holy 
season have, in a great measure, precluded me from acknow- 
ledging the receipt of both of your letters of the 22nd 
instant before this morning ; and, in replying to them, 
I have determined to be as brief as circumstances will 
permit me. 

In publishing my " Letter to Lord Shaftesbury," my ob- 
ject as I have already mentioned, was to give '' a mere 
statement of facts ;'* and I must decline entering upon any 
controversy on the Baptismal question. Indeed, after the 
final decision of the highest Court of Appeal, in the very 
important case of " Gorham versits the Bishop of Exeter," 
I deem it quite unnecessary to do so. I have dea/rly the 
law of the land on my side ; and, in my opinion, the 
authority of <xU our Formularies, as well as the still higher 
and infallible authority of God*8 word. Whatever I might 
think of your opinions, at the time I penned my pamphlet, 
my design was rather to point out the act of injustice in- 
flicted upon Mr. Hayward, by unwarranted and illegal 
tests, them to combat your own particular views relative 
to Baptism. As you have, however, so fully entered upon 
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the line of procedure adopted by jou in reference to this 
doctrine, when conducting jour examinations as Ch&phun 
to the reyered Prelate presiding over this populous and 
important Diocese, I think I am perfectly justified in re- 
questing you to favour me with a brief but explicit answer 
to two questions ; for I am still in the dark as respects the 
teaching you are desirous of enforcing upon candidates for 
orders : — 

1. What do you define the doctrine of Begeneration to 
be, as taught by the Church of England 1 and 

2. What Scripture proofs have you to advance in sup- 
port of your opinions on this point, bearing in mind the 
very positive statement of our Church in her Sixth Article? 
I have carefully considered the tide of my pamphlet, and so 
long as you do not deny being the author of the "special*^ 
tests, I cannot see that I am warranted in altering it. If 
you, however, declare these propositions were not prepared 
by you, I shall endeavour to remove a wrong impression 
firom the minds of the public. If the alteration be made, 
it must stand as follows in the proposed second edition : 
<' yew Testa of Orthodoscy in the Dioceee o/Bipon" With 
respect to the appearance of your name in itcUice at 
page 4,* I can see no objection to the removal of this. I 
have no wish to give you any needless ofience. The other 
passage {" shall I call them additions to the Thirty-nine 
Articles T) cannot with propriety be left out. Mr. Hay- 
ward's assent to the four propositions was required as a 
sine qud non to hlB admission to priests* orders. 

I presume I am still correct in inferring that, had you 
recommended the Bishop to ordain Mr. Hayward, he 
would without hesitation have conferred priest's orders 
upon him. Mr. n.'s case is a peculiarly ha/rd one. He 
was ordained a Deacon by a Bishop, who expressed his 
regret at his departure from his Diocese. The Bishop of 
Ripon raised no objection against him when I proposed 

* See note * at page 35. 
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nominating him to m j Curacy ; and Mr. H. (amwiming he 
should not be rejected for holding doctrines believed by a 
very large body of our most able Divines to be in accord- 
ance with Soripturef with the Formulcmea qfthe Ckuarch of 
England, and the recent UgcU deddon, to which I have 
already alluded,) actually engaged and furmshed a house, 
which he is now, of course, compelled to relinquish. 

Though I may not be able to agree with you, believe 
me when I say that I entertain the highest opinion of your 
good intentions ; and I must necessarily ,/%i% appreciate 
the courteous tone of your communications. 

I remain, dear sir, 

Yours fiuthfully, 

Joseph Bibch. 

Bev. Charles Dodgson, Crofb Rectory. 



[It is certainly my impression, that from the Beformation 
to the days of Archbishop Laud, few Anglican writers can 

be found agreeing with Mr. D ; and it was not^ I conceive, 

till ^the Savoy Conference*' in 1661, that it was formally 
advanced by Episcopal Divines. That assembly, however, had 
no legal authority. Mr. Goode says : *^ The commission that 
sat at the Savoy was appointed for only four months ; and 
the whole of that time having been spent in useless alterca- 
tion between the opposing parties, it came to an end without 
producing any result of any kind, terminating on the 24th of 
July, 1661."* The same author, in speaking of the views of the 
divines of the school of Montague and Laud attending ^ the 
Savoy Conference," says : ^ But what la that to the hott of op- 
ponents which the doctrine has among our earlier divines 1 
I believe that not one single testimony to this effect could be 
produced in the writings of our divmes previous to the early 
part of the 17th century."t] 

• See Goode (2nd edition) p. 479; and CardweU's " Conferencet/* 
pp. 264, 266, and 369. 
t See Goode, p. 478, note*.— J. B. 



4S 



IX. 

Crofb Eectoiy, Dea 29, 1852. 

Dbab Sib, — ^Mj reply to your letter ahall be brief; and 
unless some new and unforeseen cause for the contraiy 
shall arise, will close our correspondence, as &r as I am 
concerned. 

My suggestions respecting the title of your pamphlet 
were founded on a hope, raised by your first letter, that 
I had done you some injustice in my thoughts. Your 
letter to-day has renounced that hope, and thus brought 
back the same feeling of unconcern with which I at the 
first read your adyertisement — ^unconcern, except, as I 
told you, on one point, namely, that it should be thoroughly 
seen that you were knowingly attacking the Bishop under 
cover of an attack upon his Chaplain only. Whether 
you make any alteration in your pamphlet I shall now 
never inquire, and never care. 

You " presume you are still correct in inferring that, 
had I recommended the Bishop to ordain Mr. Hayward, 
he woiild without hesitation have conferred priests* orders 
on him." It is impossible to express too strongly how 
totally incorrect you are in this inference. How you 
could have ever drawn it under the circumstances is to 
me incomprehensible. I had informed you. that mferything 
which took place passed in the presence of the Bishop. 
He had himself informed you in letters, of which I have 
seen the copies, that he had rejected Mr. H. beoausef/ram 
whcU he had hMnaeif heard Jrom his own moiUh, he catddnot 
eonsdenUously aay thai he believed him to hold nothing eon- 
trary to the teaMng of the Church,* He afterwards, as 

* I feel unwilling to print the Bishop's letters ; but I still 
maintain that whilst his Lordship ultimately rtfuMtd Priests' 

Orders to Mr. H ^ after personally ascertaining his 

opinions at both interviews, Mr. Dodgson, in the first in- 
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jou also know, gave Mr. H. a second hearing, which con- 
firmed his former conyictions and decision. With this 
hearing not only had I no concern, but I did not even 
know that it had taken place until some time afterwards. 
And, with all these facts before you, you '^ infer" that, had 
I recommended the Bishop to ordain Mr. H., he would 
without hesitation have done so. I am happy in feeling 
assured that there must be few Clergymen indeed, who 
know the Bishop, who would not have drawn a directly 
contrary inference from the honesty, the independence, 
and the decision of his character. 

Your anxious endeavour to dissociate, in the minds of 
others, my conduct in this matter from that of the Bishop 
is, as well as the purpose of it, obvious enough. But, as 
I have said, I care not for it, having it in my power to 
prevent it, as I have done, at every step, by a simple nar- 
ration of fact& 

You " decline controversy on the subject of Baptism.** 
I have never invited it. I should have declined it had it 
been invited by yourself. For this reason, I decline giv- 
ing any answer, except what I have in effect already 
given, to the two questions which you propose to me : 
though I can have no objection to state that my definition 
of Regeneration, were I to give you one, would be com- 
pounded of the precise language of the Church in her vari- 

stanoe, advised his Lordship not to ordain him unless he 
assented to the four propotition$. It is well known that exa- 
mining chaplains have no Mmnll meoiure of influence and 
power. I look upon chaplains as the confidential advisers of 
the Bishops, just as the State Ministry are the confidential 

advisers of the Crown. I must repeat what Mr. D does 

not deDy, namely, that when Mr. H was on the pcnnt of 

leaving the Palace, he {Mr. D ) sidd : "I^ as I hope, your 

views should alter, I shall havegreat pleasure in recommending 
you to the Bishop for ordination in three months* time." — J. K 
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cms statements^ contained in the first and last parts of 
the Catechism, in the Articles, and in the Services ; and 
that the passages of Scripture on which I should found it, 
are those on which, I presume, the Church has founded 
those statements — statements which she has cozmected 
with those passages, and which I receiye as the authorita- 
tive commentary upon, and interpretation of them. 

I can, of course, well afford to be absolutely indifferent 
to a charge of ** injustice," and " unwarranted" and '* ille- 
gal" proceedings,* which you knew cUd, and therefore 
intended should, apply in precisely the same degree to the 
Bishop of Eipon. 

I remain, 

Faithfully yours, 

C. DODGSON. 



The Hey. J. Birch. 



X. 



Brighouse, Dec. 31, 1852. 

DsAB Sib, — I must candidly confess that I am aiming 
at putting a stop, if possible, to the recurrence of a case 
such as that which has recently transpired in the rejection 
of Mr. Hayward, whose views carmot be proved io be con- 
trary to the dootrmes of the Church of England; and, as the 
Chaplain is the individual professedly the Examiner of 
Candidates for holy orders, I must look upon him as the 
author qf "the New Testa of Orthodoxy^* introduced into 
this Diocese. Of course, I am now at full liberty to con- 
sider the four propositions as adopted and acmctumed by 
the Bishop himself. 

In closing this correspondence, I shall only add, that I 
now feel myself at liberty to pubUsh a part, or the whole, 
as circumstances may require, excepting joxxrfvrst f letter 

* '^ Unwarranted and illegal tests" are my expressions. 
(See page 40.) 

t Another since received is similarly withheld. 
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of the 22]id instant, to whicK you appended the following 
remark in reference to publication : — '* I do not extend 
the same permission to this little harried note." 

I am, dear Sir, 

Yours fidthfully, 

Joseph Bibch. 
Key. Charles Dodgson, Croft Eectorir. 

XI. 

Crofi Rectory, Jan. 1, 18^3. 
Dear Sib» — ^There are two points connected with Mr. 
Hayward's case, on the first of which you seem to be still 
in doubt, and on the second you are certainly in error. I 
shall content myself with simply stating the &ct with 
regard to each. 

1. The four propositions* (in page 1 of your Appendix) 
which you call "New Tests of Orthodoxy," and which 
were presented specially to Mr. Hayward, as well as those 
(in pages 2, 3,) which were presented to him in common 
with the other Candidates, were not seen by Mr. H. until 
they had been carefully considered and deliberately 
approved and sanctioned by the Bishop. I use the express 
sions advisedly, and with the Bishop's express permission ; 
and I add that this rule has been adopted, without one 
single exception, with respect to eveiy paper presented to 
Candidates during the Examinations which have been held 
for sixteen years. 

2. You complain of a " hardship" in Mr. Hayward's 
case, because these four questions were given to him and 
not to the rest. The circumstances were simply these : — 
The Paper of Questions printed in pages 2, 3, j; of your 
Appendix was proposed to all the Candidates alike. The 
answers of all, with the exception of Mr. H., to the 4th 

* Pages 17 and 18 in this editiou. 
t Pages 19 and 20 in this edition. 
: Pages 19 and 20. 
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question, were entirely satisfiMstorj. He wm, therefore^ 
invited to a private interview with the Bishop and myself, 
to explain that particular answer. His explanation not 
proving aatis&ctoiy, and our ideas of what he meant 
to Tnaint»ain having become confused in the course 
of a long conversation, this special paper, as had been pre- 
viously agreed upon by the Bishop and myself was conse- 
quently put into his hands, cu cm ctct qfjtuHce to Mm, in 
order that he might, by his affirmation or denial, have the 
opportunity of placing his view unmistakenly before us. 
And I can assure you that, owing to admissions which he 
seemed to have made, though somewhat ambiguously, in 
the course of the previous conversation, both the Bishop 
andl confidently anticipated that he would return to* these 
questions satis&ctory answers, and so have spared ust 
the very great pain of rejecting him. I cannot refrain 
from bearing my testimony, as the Bishop has already done, 
to the perfect propriety of Mr. H.*s conduct and demean- 
our during the whole interview ; and so impressed was I 
by his earnestness, simplicity, and piety, that I could not 
help telling him thaty should he ever appear again before 
us with altered views on the point in question, I should 
feel as happy in presenting him for orders as the Bishop 
would be in conferring them. \ 

I remain, dear Sir, 

Faithfully yours, 
The Rev. J. Birch. C. Dodgsok. 

* Am I to infer from this that "the four propositions" 
would not have been given to Mr. Hay ward, if unsatis£Eu;tory 
replies had been anticipated ? — J. B. 

f Here Mr. D admits he had a share va, the rejection 

of Mr. H 

X The following observations on this letter (dated January 
1, 1853) have been placed in my hands by Mr. Hayward : — 
" I am very much puzzled to think that my replies to Mr. 
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xn. 

Brigbonse, Janiiaiy 5, IS5Z. 

Dbar Sib, — ^I have to acknowledge the receipt of 
your two letters of the Ist instant, one intended as 
explanatory of two points in Mr. Hayward s case, and the 
other as a prwaie communication. The latter, however, 
contains a passage of such importance, that I conceiye I 
ought to publish it, as being a remark upon a statement 
made in my letter of the 31st of December ; but without 
your concurrence, I shall, of course, not venture upon 
such a step. 

The passage is as follows : — ** In conclusion, I will only 
say that, if the fiusts of the case are fully, £urly, and 
accurately stated (you would not intentionally state them 
otherwise), the steps which you may think fit to take, 
will receive no notice from me, either in the way of 
answer or vindication. And I especially beg you to be 
assured that they will have no effect whatever in 
producing the slightest deviation from the line which 

Dodgson's questions in converBation before the Bishop should 
have led both his Lordship and the Chaplain to think that I 
virtually affirmed the four proposUimu afterwards put into 
my hands. I cannot, however, recal to mind what I said 
previous to my retiring with the propoBitions. I was certainly 
agitated in mind, and I may possibly have admitted more 
than I should have done when collected. I was glad, there- 
fore, to be permitted to retire to compose my thoughts, and 
when by myself I saw clearly that I could not subscribe to 
the propositions. The propositions themselves, I am well 
nigh certain, were drawn up before the conversation referred 
to, as Mr. Dodgson, unless my memory altogether deceives 
me, was engaged all the time I was present on that occasion 
in examining me on the subject of the propositions." 
January 4, 1863. Gso. A. Hatwabd. 
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has been adopted, and will continue to be adopted, in the 

Examinations for orders by the Bishop and myself at 

Ripon." 

It is not likely an humble individual in my position 

(though my clerical employment in the West Biding of 

this county for nearly twenty years may warrant me in 

expressing my opinion without any unbecoming officious- 

neas), will have any weight with a Bishop's examining 

Chaplain ; but the representations of others, arising from 

my publication, may, probably, lead you to reflect upon 

the possibility of excluding from this diocese some able 

and devoted men " inwardly moved by the Hcly Gliost to 

take upon them" the responsibilities of the ministerial 

office. 

I presume that for the future / ehall be unable to give 
a title for orders, as no one holding my own views will be 
inclined to run the risk of being rejected ; but, it is as 
well, other Incumbents in the diocese, believing the 
hypothetical view of In&nt Baptism to be that of the 
Church, should be aware of your intention. 

I remain, dear Sir, 

Yours faithfully, 

Rev. C. Dodgaon, Joseph Birch. 

XIII. 

Croft Rectory, Jan. 6, 1853. 
Dear Sir, — I have no objection to your publishing the 
extract quoted in your letter, received this morning, 
provided that you also publish, in connection with it, the 
paragraph which I now subjoin. 

Yours faithfully, 
The Rev. J. Birch. C. Dodoson. 

" To the passage in my letter of the Ist instant, which 
you desire to publish, I wish to append a few words; 

D 
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because, from the * importance* which you attach to it, 
I think you must erroneously suppose it to convey some- 
thing beyond what was necessa/rUy involved in my former 
letter to you, and in those of the Bishop. / have no 
*' intentions* for the future separate or different from his. 
The very fiict of my having such, if it were a fact, would 
at once dissolve our connexion in the work of examining 
Gandidate& Nor has either of us any ' intentions' but 
those which we have had and acted on from the first. The 
words which you quote from my letter were not meant to 
be confined, as you suppose, to yourself personaUy^^ but 
simply to state what it might seem superfluous to state, 
that no exiemal ctgiictiion would have the slightest effect 
in disturbing a course of proceedings founded on our con- 
scientious, deliberate, and long-established convictions.** 

XIV. 

Brighouse, Jan. 10, 1853. 
Dear Sib, — I have to thank you for your letter of the 
6th instant, and for the obliging permission contained 
in it. 

Permit me to observe that the paragraph added after- 
wards shall, of course, appear in print. / cannatf 
however, he responsible for the use the readers of my 
publication may choose to make of it. Th^ act is your 
oum ; and I certainly shall l»e surprised if it be suffered 
to pass without some very strong expressions of animad- 
version. I am, dear Sir, 

Very fidthfuUy yours, 

Joseph Birch. 
Bev. 0. Dodgson, Croft Rectory. 

* I am sure both his Lordship and Mr. Dodgson would not 
for an instant entertain any idea of adopting a line of pro- 
cedure ^ personally" offensive to me. — J. B. 
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XV. 

Brighouse, Jan. 11, 1853. 

Dear Sib, — I have read a leading a/rtide relative to the 
recent painful occurrence which appea/red in the Record 
Newspaper of the 6th instant. 

Lest, however, any erroneous impression should arise 
in the minds of the readers of that largely circulated 
publication as respects either the Bishop's procedure or 
yovr own, i have requested the Editor to insert a letter, 
from which the following is an extract : — ** I trust 
the remarks contained in your paper of Thursday last, 
tnay be productive of good ; but (as the author of the 
letter to Lord Shaftesbury, entitled " the Rev. C, 
DodgearCe New Testa of Orthodoxy^) permit me to state 
that both Mr. Kayward and I have experienced much 
hind fedivtg and courtesy both from the Bishop and the 
Chaplain. However serious their decision may have been 
to Mr. Hayward, and however painful to me, we are 
prepared to say that we have found them anything but 
overbearing towards us.^' ♦ 

Believe me, dear Sir, 

Very &ithfully yours» 
Joseph Birch. 

Rev. G. Dodgaon, Crofb Rectory. 



XVI. 

Croft Rectory, January 13, 1833. 
Dear Sir, — ^Nothing, I think, can be more unworthy of 
a clergyman than to be moved by either the praise or 

* The letter from which this is a quotation appeared in 
the Recitrd newspaper of the 13th instant I trust, however, 
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blame of the Editors of what are called religious news- 
papers — ^mere traders, as they are, in the bad passions of 
religious partj, and too often the representatives of them 
in their very worst form. There is nothing, therefore, to 
which I could be more utterly callous than " Leading 
Articles," and especially those of the Record, reflecting 
upon anything which I may tlunk, do, or say in the 
execution of my clerical functions ; and I can say the 
same of opinions which are in any degree shaped or 
influenced by such productions. I was delighted to wit- 
ness this morning a practical evidence of the concurrence 
of our Bishop in such sentiments. I was with him, when 
the post came in, at break£EU)t. Some one had sent the 
number of the Becord, containing the article which you 
told me of, ^nd which was pointed out to him. Glancing 
at it for a moment or two, he returned it with a smDe, 
and quietly continued the conversation which it had 
interrupted. He will, I am satisfied, never think of it 
again. I rejoiced to see such a tone of mind in him who 
presides over us ; and, I think, that if all clergymen 
possessed the same, it would be much ibr the credit and 
benefit of the Church. 

But these feelings on my part ought not to interfere, 
and do not, with those with which I received, and now 
thank you for your obliging communication. Kegardless 
as I am of the attack, I assure you that I entirely appre- 
ciate the kind and honourable spirit of the defence. 

I remain, dear Sir, 

Faithfully yours, 

C. DODGSON, 

The Rev. J. Biroh. • 

the readers of this pamphlet will not suppose that the words 
in italics relate to any passage in that publication, as if 
intended to be " pei-bonally disrespectful " towards either the 
Bishop or Mr. Dodgson. 
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The following remarks, from one of the Rev. John 
Spnrgin's tracts, are well worth the attention of the 
readers of this Pamphlet : 

"Genesis xvii 10-14. — The circumcision of Esau and 
Jacob aptly illustrates the views taken by the Church in 
admitting Infants to Baptism. In the judgment of 
charity, Esau and Jacob were both dealt with^ in their 
infancy, as the True Seed of Abraham, and as alike 
interested in the blessings of the covenant. But in the 
eye of God these were not so. Esau bore God's appointed 
Seal, but he bore it to no purpose — hecatise the invxx/rd 
toork was wanting in his heart. ^ See John viii. 39 ^ 
Romans ii. 28, 29 ; iv. 11-13 ; ix. 6-15 ; Gal. iii. 7, 8. 

"It is no small consolation to us, in the present crisis, 
that we find ourselves ranged on the side of our beloved 
Sovereign, of the Primate, and his brother Archbishop, 
of the law of the land, and of the Church of our country 
as it is, and as ii has been, in practice from the period of 
the Reformation." — See Clvristiam ^6«crverfor April, 1850. 



Two or three extracts from the printed judgment of 
" the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council," in the 
case of Gorham versus the Bishop of Exeter, may, per- 
haps, be with advantage here introduced : — 

" Our principal attention has been given to the Baptis- 
mal Services ; and those who are strongly impressed with 
the earnest prayers which are offered for the divine 
blessing and the grace of God, may not unreasonably 
suppose that the grace is not necessarily tied to the rite ; 
but that it ought to be earnestly and devoutedly prayed 
for, in order that it may then, or when God pleases, be 
present to make the rite beneficial." 

" One of the points left open by the articles is detei^ 
mined by the Rubric, — * It is certain by God's woixl that 
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children which are baptized, dying before they commit 
actual sin, are undoubtedly saved/ But this Rubric does 
not, like the article of 1536, say that such children are 
saved by baptism ; and nothing is declared as to the case 
of infants dying without having been baptized.'* 

''There are other points of doctrine respecting the 
sacrament of baptism which we are of opinion are, by 
the Rubrics and Formularies (as well as the Articles), 
capable of being honestly understood in different senses ; 
and consequently we think that, as to them, the points 
which were lefl undetermined by the Articles, are not 
decided by the Rubrics and Formularies ; and that upon 
these points all ministers of the Church, having duly 
made the subsciiptions required by law, and (taking holy 
Scripture for their guide) are at liberty honestly to exer- 
cise their private judgment without offence or censure.** 

" Upright and conscientious men cannot in all respects 
agree upon subjects so difficult ; and it must be carefully 
borne in mind, that the question, and the only question 
for us to decide, is, whether Mr. Gorham*s doctrine is 
contrary or repugnant to the doctrine of the Church of 
England as by law established. Mr. Gorham*s doctrine 
may be contrary to the opinion entertained by many 
learned and pious persons ; contrary to the opinion which 
such persons have, by their own particular studies, 
deduced from Holy Scripture ; contrary to the opinion 
which they have deduced from the usages and doctrines 
of the Primitive Church, or contrary to the opinion which 
they have deduced from uncertain and ambiguous expres- 
sions in the Formularies ; still, if the doctrine of Mr. 
Gorham is not contrary or repugnant to the doctrine of 
the Church of England as by law established, it cannot 
afford a legal ground * for reusing him institution to the 
living to which he has been lawfully presented.'* 

• Can it then be "a legal ffvownd "for withholding ordiwition f 
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CONCLUDING REMARKS. 

This appendix has extended over a far greater number 
of pages than was originally intended ; but circumstances 
have required it. I must add, that I sincerely hope, my 
sole aim has been to benefit the Church to which I have 
the privilege of belonging, and of which I am a minister, 
and thereby of glorifying God. May I be preserved 
either from manifesting any bitterness of spirit myself in 
my own proceedings, or from unduly rousing any unbe- 
coming expressions in others. May every reader of this 
pamphlet from the heart pray that our clergy may be 
'•delivered" "ftx)m all false doctrine, heresy, and schism !" 

The following passage, from the pen of an anonymous 
writer, is worthy of the attention of all who may be led 
into polemical discussion : " Endeavour to preserve a 
child-like simplicity of motive, never seeking, in your 
conflict with the teachers of error, a personal victory for 
yourself, but only the glory of God through the triumph 
of his truth." 

" It is amazing how much of the disquietude of God's 
servants, in 'troublous times,' arises from their efforts 
being leavened with self-seeking, and from their looking to 
their own standing and influence, rather than to the 
welfare of Zion ; and how wonderfully, on the other 
hand, a pure heart, that is willing to be either something 
or nothing, as God may see best, provided His great 
name is honoured and His church is built up upon the 
foundation of the apostles and prophets — ^it is amazing 
how much the pure heart tranquillizes the soul, and 
raises it up above all fear of man. He who is 
conscious of seeking his own glory, has always a 
disquieting presentiment of defeat, wliich destroys his 
l)eace of mind. ILe who has the glory of God for his 
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only aim, knows that his cause shall be successful, and in 
therefore calm."* 

Whatever opinions the members of Christ's visible 
Church may profess, it is certain, truth will eventually 
prevail ; and, in contending against error, with the Word 
of God as our in&llible guide, it should ever cheer us to 
remember that 'Hhe Lord Qod Omnipotent reigneth.** 
The day shall arrive when " the earth shall be filled with 
the knowledge of the glory of the Lord, as the waters 
cover the sea." 

* See Christian Guardian^ for December, 1852. 
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